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the qualities required for its navigation, becomes more
and more marked. As regards the goods of an enemy
being private property, and on the high seas, there is
absolutely no such reason. Consistency requires that
such goods should be exempt from capture, and that if
found on board enemy's ships they should be restored
to their owners.

The admission, implied in the immunity accorded
to private property on land, of the principle upon
which it is proposed to extend that immunity to
private property at sea renders it practically un-
necessary to discuss the justice or expediency of that
principle. But it is to be observed, that there is much
stronger reason for exempting an enemy's goods being
private property from plunder at sea, as well as on
land, when in transitu, than for so exempting them in
his own country. Such goods, if they are bound for
a neutral country, are in a certain sense the property
of persons in that country; and to subject them to
capture is to that important extent a direct and flagrant
interference with the obvious rights of neutrals. It is
in fact a denial to neutrals of the power of trading, so
far as their imports are concerned, with a belligerent
State ; and this not for any military purpose, but for
the sake of mere injury to the enemy's trade. Such
a prohibition is opposed to the plainest dictates of
equity. That either of two nations which for any
cause, however frivolous, should think fit to go to war
with each other, should have power to intercept the
trade of the other with countries which are friendly to
it, unjustifiable from the first, has become simply in-
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